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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 18 is objected to because of tlie following informalities: It is claiming a 
method without positively reciting any steps. Applicant should clarity whether this 
claim is meant to be an apparatus claim or method claim. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 10-12 and14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Brown et al. (US Patent 4701159) 
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FIG, 4 
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Examiner is interpreting Claim 10 as using means plus function language as 
described in USC 112 6'" Paragraph. 

Regarding Claim 10, Brown et al. discloses A coupling device comprising a first 
connector part (62) and a second connector part, (40) each connector part comprising 
at least one connecting portion (68) for engagement with at least one corresponding 
connecting portion (68) of the other connector part, a disengagement means (64) being 
provided for at least assisting in disengaging the engagement between said connecting 
portions and each connector part, the device comprising at least two connecting 
portions the disengagement means being connected with the first connector part and 
comprising engagement means for engagement (73, 112 6**^ paragraph equivalence is 
shown since the threads are an equivalent structure to an engagement means) 
with corresponding engagement means on the second connector part, the second 
connector part comprising a disk (45) including a through-going hole (66) In connection 
with each corresponding connecting portion, the engagement means of said connector 
part being provided on said disk, the engagement means of the disengagement means 
comprising internal threads (73) and the engagement means of the second connector 
part comprising external threads (49, 69), and wherein the holes In the disk of the 
second connector part are arranged with a small spacing, and in which the external 
threads comprise at least one recess. (Fig. 4a, 49) 

Regarding Claim 11, Brown et al. discloses external threads of the engagement 
means of the second connector part comprises two or more recesses. (Fig. 4a, 49) 
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Regarding Claim 12, Brown et al. discloses at least one of the through-going 
holes is extending into the recess. (Fig. 4a) 

Regarding Claim 14, Brown et al. discloses at least some of said connecting 
portions have such an axial extension that the first and the second connector parts are 
brought into connection with each other before activation of the disengagement means. 
(Fig. 4) 

Regarding Claim 15, Brown et al. discloses a disengagement means comprises 
handle means. (64) 

Regarding Claim 16, Brown et al. discloses, in which the first connector part 
comprises two male luer lock connecting portions and the second connector part 
comprises two female luer lock connecting portions. (4 found, 68 in Fig. 4a) 

Regarding Claim 17, Brown et al. discloses a first connector part or a second 
connector part of a coupling device. (Fig. 4) 

Regarding Claim 18, Brown et al. discloses A method of disengaging the 
engagement between a first and a second connector part of a coupling device, wherein 
said disengagement means is activated in such a way that the first and the second 
connector parts are substantially pulled out of each other. (Device is able to 
accomplish this task) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person liaving ordinary skill in tiie art to wliicli said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown 
et al. in view of Gittings et al. (US PgPub 2002/0123786) 

Regarding Claim 13, Brown et al. fails to disclose the bayonet coupling. 

However, Gittings et al. teaches the bayonet coupling. 

Brown et al. discloses the claimed invention except for the bayonet coupling. 
Gittings et al. teaches that it is known to utilize bayonet couplings to join tubular 
members. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to utilize a bayonet coupling as taught by Gittings et al., since 
such modification would make the device easier to use since it is a quick connect 
coupling (Paragraph 87, Gittings et al.). 

Furthermore, because both Brown et al. and Gittings et al. teach coupling 
devices, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to substitute one coupling 
type for the other to achieve the predictable result of forming a connection. 

Discussion of Citied but not Applied Prior Art 
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Appling et al. (US Patent 5651776) discloses a luer type connector that uses a 
locking mechanism and threaded connectors. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to IAN K. HOLLOWAY whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3862. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5, Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrell L. McKinnon can be reached on 571-272-4797. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ian K. Holloway 
/Terrell L Mckinnon/ 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4148 



